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A ſhort Diſcourſe, wherein is ſett downe a Method to 
inftruR , how a Gatholike (though bur competently 
learned) may defend his Fayth againſt the moſt 
learned Proteſtant, that is, if ſo the Prote- 
apt will tye himſelfe tro his owne 
- Principle and DoQtrine,, in 
keeping himſelfe to 
__ theTextof the 
Scripture. 


Compoſed by a Catholike Pricft, FE 3 
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AN ADVERTISEMENT *© 


to the Reader, 


67? OD READER, Then mayft vnderfland, that [ome 


yeeres paſt there was printed a lutle Engliſh tranſlation 
Out of French, concerning a Conference tn France, betweene 
4 Father of the Societic and a Minifter of Amiens ; where 
1 the learned Ieſuite by tying the Ainiffter to bu owne Prive- 
Ciple of proumg the Points controuerted fr ons the written 


. 


Word alone, did in the preſence of many , wiohiily confound 
the Momifler, This ſhort Engliſh tranſlation ( as experience - 


hath ſhewed) hath wrought much good vpan diucrs, But 
being aduertized, that the Capyes of 1t are almoſt ent, part- 
ly by loſſe of many, and pertly otherwiſe ; Therefore I hawe 
here taken ſume ſmallpiynestoſet downe in a ſhort Diſconrſe 
the ſaid Method, in effel, helden in diſpute by the former le- 
ſuite, but in ſencrall points enlarged, altered, and moulded 
anew, For omitting the French Confeſſion of Fayth (4s be. 
ng different in many articles from the doftrine of our Engliſh 
Proteſtants) whereunto the former Engliſh Tranſlation by 
diſcuſſing ſenerall points of Faith there maintayned,had ſpe 
v14l reference; I hane firſt premiſed certayne obſeruation; 
for the better conceining of the Methed here preſcribed. 
Secondly , the Methed it ſeife of anſwering 1 more en- 
larged, 
Thirdly , where the Miniſter in the foreſaid Conference 
ch relyed wpon conference of Scripture , it « here fewed, 


that conferexce of Scripture, even by the acknowledgment of 


amers learned Proteſtants, is altogether inſufficient for proofe 


of any Article. ES | 
- Fourthly, the Argument & bere fully anſwered which may 


ſeeme to be taken by retorting pon v5 the Method here prae 
Arzcd, when we vndertaks the Opponents pare and office 


aoain[t the Proteſtant. | 
ger 4 a i} Fifty, 


Fifily, whereas in alleagivg of only Scripture, the fole drift 
of the Proteftants, is to appeale to their owne interpretation of 
1t,veiefting hereps the interpretation of the Primitine Church; 
therefore I hane here alleaged the indgements of diners mo#t 
eminext Proteſiants , accordivgly condemning the Primitiue 


F.ubers of flat P apiftrie ; ; and conſequently, of their ſuppoſed 


fal/e conſtrultions ginen with vs of the Scripture. 


Sixtly and laftly here are preſented io the Reader certayne 


forcibl arguments of Credibilitic , prinile;ging the Fathers 


abone the Proteſtants m interpreting Godt ſacred written 
Word: all which ſenerall paſſages are warting in the 
foreſ, «id Engliſh Tranſlation, And thus Chri- 
Kian Reader, farew-l, and wſe this my 
ſmall labony to the ſpirituall bene- 


fit of thy Sowle. 


Aerie tr Erie dare we 


ee 
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eA Diſcourſe, wherein ss ſet downe a Method to inſlruf, bow 
4 Cathclike (though but competently learned) may defend 
bis Religion agatmſt any learned Proteſtant, ſo that the Pro- 


teflant will tye himſelfe to hes owne Principle, in keeping 


bimſelfe to the Text of the Scripinre, 


(ANT is too well knowne, that Luther (whoſe fall,t! e 
Q [ « fall of the tarre in the («) Apocalyps,may ſeeme to 
Cary adumbrate) had no ſooner by bis defection from 
the Catholike faith, endeuoured to ouerthrow the Roman 
Church, bur that there inftantly was creed a new Church 
(no, no Church, which brookes Innouation and Noueltie; 
yet ſo reputed, and after graced with the title of the Pro. 
reſtanes Church.) This Church(indeed,this broken troupe 
of ſome few ſcattered and branded fouldiers, forſaking 
the enſigne of eur Lord Ieſus ; ({weet Teſus, doe they thus 
remunerate thy corporal death,ſuffered co expiate the guilr 
of their eternall death)labouring to iuſtific her iniuſtihable 
doctrine by declining all other proofs , (5) made ſole re- 
courle to the ſacred Scriptures (ſo Malefators flye to holy 

Jaces for SanRuarie) where diuorcing the letter from the 
ſenſe, ſhee did ſo paraphraze the ſame with her adulterate 
S chel1es and Expolitiens,as that no Hereſieſo crofle tothe 
Vnitic of Chriftian faith, which to a vulgareye might nor 
ſeeme to be proſcminated and ſprung from thence, Nor 
content herewich , but further ſhee proceeded (for Man 
once finally leaving God, precipitates himſelfe into an 
Abyſme or infinit depth of irrecouerable inconneniences) 
vndertaking to write moſt yirulent Treatiſes againſt Apo- 


Rolicall Traditions, andthe authoritie of Chrilts Church; 


(4) £9. 


(b) 50. Lu- 
ther 1 con.- 
ment. Cc.1, a4 
Galat. 
Brent, Pro- 
lop.c.de Tra- 
at. 

Calain. l. 4. 
Inſtit.c,8.$.8 
Kemmit, E x * 
amen. 


Concil.T rid;. 


as ignorantly preſuming,thatthe more due reverence was /'ſ.4, 
exhibited to chem, the lefſe was aſcribed to the Scripture, 


Hereupon her members yauntingly gaue out ( for Herehie 
A 11j 1$ 


A 
3-1 


if "i I//8 


(c) Sowrite the 
former cited 
Proteſtants, be- 
Hdes many 0- 


ther: As forex- | 


ample, Beza is 
alleaged by D, 
Bancroft in his 
SUruey, P.219. 
for ſole proote 
of any point, to 
lay : Adwerbum 
pronece, 
Cartwright in 
his {ccond Re- 
Ply, PaTrf.1. P. 
5OJ, tNUuS WIl- 
teths We baxe 
good cau'r to hotd 
for [eſpe what. 
ſoencr 7 gOuera- 
ment or doltrine 
the Primitive 
times left unto 
v,not confirmed 


by [ubflantall Proofs of the Word. 


2 CEEPS YOVE TEXT: 


15 ever borne with the Twinne of Pride) that the ſuperſti- 


tious Papiſt (ſo pleaſeth it them jn their charitable 1an- 
guage to ſtile vs) was deadly wounded in3H points of his 
faith with every little ſplinter or paſſage of the written 
Word, Which Word (as is {aid ) they haue crected for the 
ſole rule of faith,auerring,(c)that nothing ts to be beleened 5 
an Article of fauh, which bath x01 ut proafe taken from thence: 
and that themſclues will confound the poore Papilt in any 
point whatſocuer of Religion from the Scripture it felfe, 
ſcorning to borrow any other proofes, then from the wri- 
tings of the Prophets, the Apoflles, and the Euangeliſts. 
Buc this is a meane frothy oftentation of wordez, and (as 
the learned Catholike well knoweth) inuented only to re- 
taine that grace and fauour, which they haue already gai- 
ned from the weake iudgements of their abuſed followers. 
And therefore to repreſle this their inconftderate vendita= 
tion of prooning, what they pretend, only from the Scrip- 


ture (they here telling vs that as a Diamond'curs a Dia- 


mond, ſo ene place of Scripture beſt explicares and vn- 
folds another) I doe challenge the Proteftant peremptori- 
ly to ftand to this his afſertion; And becauſe I doe expe&kt 
at his hands, that hee ſhould forbeare all other kindes of 
Proofes, then from Scripture alone (to the which by his 
owne doGtrine he hath preciſely obliged himſelfe) 1 have 
therefore accordingly entitled this Treatiſe , Keepe your 
Text; Thereby to put him in remembrance, that in his 


proofes hee doth nor flee from the Scripture : but pundtu. - 


and S. Chryſoit/me for their not admitting only Scripture, in his concluli- 
on annexed to his Conference: / take nor open mee to controxle them , but let 


the Church iudge if they conſidered with adnice, fc, D. Whitakers thus faith of 


C-ry/oftome, touching the ſaid porn, [.de ſacra Scripe.pag 678, I anſwere,it is 


OP 101; on{rerate ſpeech, and unworthy ſo great A Father. Finally (to omit many 


others) D. {tr in his Synophs , Þ- 2. ſaith «: The Scripture i not one of the 
meancs, but the fle, whole, and oaly meanes to works faith, 


ally 


D. Rainolds thus reprchendeth' S, Bafil 
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ally keepe himſelfe tothe ſame, But lam aſſured, that his 
performance herein will light ſhortof 'his promiſe, ad 
that ſuch yanting prouocations will in the end reſoluc to 
| fume in his owne diſgrace, himſelfe thus dangerouſly run- 
| ning ypon theedge of that ſentence : (4) Dutiinconſfidera- (4) Pro.c.13 
' uteſt ad lognendum, ſentiet mala.Becauſe I well know,that ; 
the learned Catholike is able out of his owne reading to 
encounter the Proteſtant-by entring intoa large field of 
| diſputation from the written Word; or otherwiſe;and ſee- 
| Ing itis a degree of Victory to limit or giue bounds to the 
| aſſaults of the Aduerſary, therefore for the ignorant only 
| (Imeane the valearned Catholike) at this time I will take 
| ſome paines, and-will yndertake to demonſtrate in this dil- 
| courſe, howa Catholike (though but competently read in 
| the Scriptures, & meerly ignorant in the Fathers writings 
| andother humane learning)may in diſpute m.ke good and 
| defend his Catholike faith againſt the learneft Proteſtanc 
| in Chriſtendome, as long as the ſaid Proteſtant doth pun- 
Aually and preciſely eye himſelfe to his own Priaciple in - 
ſiſted ypen in this Treatiſe, to wit, That the written Word of 
| Gods the ſole rule of our Faith,and that nothing ic tobe beles- 
; wed, a an Article of Religion, which cannot be proned thereby, 
3 Now, forthefacilitating and better effeQing hereof, I 
7 will premiſe ſome few obſeruations, among the which the 
7 firſt is, That the Catholike is to remember, thatthe Pro- _ 
| teſtane charging our Catholike doctrine with errour and (e) So Bews 
| ſuperſtition, and yanting (e) himſclfe robe fent fromGod faid in his 
1 (Imeanc in Leather, Caluin,and'otherhis Predecefivrs) as Conference 
;the Reſtorer of che Goſpels light, & the Diſcouerer of our at Poyſhi: 
} ſuppolſederrours ({o many Ages heretofore generally be» and Fulke a» 


lecucd)is become by this mcanes the Plaintife cr Accuſer, gainſt Sra- 
pleton, pa. 


| thelike is afficmed by Lather, who thus writes, ep1t.,a4 Argent, Chriſtnns: 


4 nobss primum vulgatum audemu gloriari; as allo by Irwell in his Apolo- 


aie; by Perkins inhis expoſition of the Creed: ; and by Givers others, 
7 and 


ij 
\ 
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and the Catholike the Defendant; and therefore himſelfe 
is obliged toproue, and the Catholike { as being the De. 
fendant) only to anſ{were: for who defendeth a Cauſe, is 
bound only to repell the ſuggeſtions and arguments of his 
Accuſer, without vrging any affirmatiue or poſitiue 
proofs in his owne Apologie, The ſame taske the Prore- 
tant yndergoeth euen in reaſon and equitie it ſelfe : For, 


ſeeing it is a principle inuented by the Proteftant ( bur 


diſclaymed by vs) that nothing is to be belecued as an ar- 
ticle of faith, but what hath it proofe ovt of the Scrip. 
rure; therefore it peculiarly belongeth to the Proteſtant 
to prove by the Scripture alone, what he maintayneth a-* 
oqinſt vs, 

Hence it followeth, that the Catholike ( asis aboue 
ſaid) is freed at this time from proving any thing from the 
Scripture alone (as one that is loth to make any wir, 
on another mans Land) fince-it is the Proteſtant (an 
not he) who aduanceth this principle, that the Scripture is 
to giue {oleproofe for triall of matters of faith. 

Hereupon then we are to premoniſh, that a Catholike 
(1 till here ſpeake of one, who through wantoof learning 
isnot able to become the Opponent to his Aduerſarie) as 
being through the former reaſons diſobliged thereof, doe 
neuer yndergoe the part of arguing or oppoſing, preciſc- 
ly till Keeping the Defendants part,and wichout much in- 
fiſting in the authorities or reaſons, why hee defendeth 
this orthatpoint; though otherwiſe hee may purpoſely 
be much yrged thereto by the Proteſtant, and this to the 
end, that the Proteſtant by this meanes may ſubrilly diſ- 
charge himſelfe of prouing cuery point or poſition que- 
tioned, out of the Scripture alone. Andaccording here- 
to (the better to keepe himſelfe in the perſon of the De- 


fendant) if the Proteſtant ſhould thus argue for example : 


Praying to Saints ts not to be foundinthe Scriptnre; therefore 
you erre in pratiijing of it, The vulearned Catholike may 
| here 
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here denie the Conſequence, and paſſe ouer the Antece- 
dent; becauſe in denying the Antecedent (though other= 
wiſe it is falſe, and is to be denyed) hee maketh himſelfe 
the AQtor or Plaintife in ſeeking to proue it from the Scri- 
pture; and ſo obligeth himlcite ro pr6oue, whereunto 
greater meaſure of learning is required, and freeth his 
Aduerſarie from his former yndertaken taske of Prouing 
or Oppoſing : The Cenſcquence, I ſay,-he is todenie, 
and ſo to force the Diſputant to proceede on further in 
prouing of it, out of the Scripture alone, which he ne- — 
uer can effect, 
The ſecond obſeruation. That the Proteſtant doth yn... : bal 
dertake two things. Firſt, to proue his owne doctrineto = # 
be true out of the written Word alone. Secondly, to con- FE - 
fure our pretended errours out of the ſame Word, And es 
here we arc to note, that the impugning of our Catholike 
faith in diuers articles,and the maintayning what the Pro- 
teftant holdeth concerning the ſaid articles, aretwo diffe- 
rent things 1n chemlelues, For, when the Proteſtantim- 
- pugneth our Doctrine, hee commonly holdeth the Nega- 
tive part; yet, beſides this his negation, hee for the moſt 
part afhrmeth ſome other thing c6cerning the ſame point: 
> as forexample inthe queſtion of the Rea# Preſence: The 
7 Proteſtant denyeth pereimptorily our Catholike doQtrine 
herein, yet he teacheth and aftirmeth withall, that the [8 
Supper of the Lord is the figure of Chrifts body; in like : 
ſort ,/ that the body of Chrilt is really and truly taken by 
the mouth of faich, Here now, I tay ; that ſuppoſing the FF 
Proteftant could conuince our. of the Scripture our De- 
 rine herein as falſe, yer he can not conclude, that him= 
ſelfe therefore terretb not : for, admit for'the time, that 
Chriſtsbody were not really in the Euchariſt,” yer. can it 
not be 11ferred hereupon, that therefore the Enchariftis a 
| figureof Chriſts body,or that therefore hisjhodyis really 
 rakcnwiththe mouth of faith : tor, as our Doctrine (of a 
! ſuppoſall) may be falſe, fo alſu may the Proteſtants do - 
| b crine. 
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Arine be falſe; I meane, what the Proteſtant poſiciuely 
affirmeth herein ( ſince this his affirmation is not mcerely 
contradiQorie vnto our affirmation concerning the ſaid 
article : Hereupon then wee are to forewarne the Prote- 
Rant, that he is not ooly co proue from Scripture (to inſiſt 
in the former example) that Chriſts body is not really in 
the Euchariſt ynder the formes of bread and wine (as wee 
Catholikes doe beleeue) but heis allo to proue from Scri- 
pture, that the Euchariſt is a figure of his body, and thar 
Chrifts body is really and truly taken with the mouth of 
faith : Thus muſt he alleage ſome Texts of Scripture, pro- 
uing, that there is a double manducation in the Euchariſt; 
the one of the ſignes of Chriſts body by the corporall 
mouth; the other of Chriſts reall body by the mouth of 
faith, The ſame courſe the Proteſtant may be forced ro 
take in all ſuch articles, in the which (beſides his denying 
of our doctrine) himſelfe affirmeth ſomething ? 

The third obſeruation, That (as it is aboue noted) the 
Proceſtant thus obliging himſelfe to prove not only his 
owne affirmatiue Poſitions out of the Scripture, but alſo 
to diſproue from Scripture, what the Catholikes affirme 
concerning any articles, he is by this meanes compelled 
roproue NegatiuePropoſitions(as being meere contrarie 
to the Catholikes affirmations) from the Scripture : Thus 
forexample , where we hold, that there is a Purgatorie, 
that we may pray to Saints &c, the Proteſtant is to euict 
and proue out of the written Word , that there is no Pur- 
gatorie, that we ought not to pray to Saints, Where wee 


areto premoniſh, firft, that it is not ſufficient for the Pro- 


teſtant to ſay, that the former Negatiue Poſitions of Pur. 
gatorie and the like,are proued ſufficiently by the written 
Word of God, in that the written Word of God (which 
is by his iudgment the rule of Faith) maketh no mention, 
that there is a Purgatorie, or that we are to pray To Saints, 
This anſwere auayleth not only, becauſe (to omit that the 
Catholikes do not acknowledge the Scripture for the rwie 


of 


———— 


} 
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| of faith) it is directly falſe (fince fromthe (f) Scripture (f) Praying 1 

' we can proue the foreſaid articles )but alſo in that the Pro- to Saints 8 | 
reftant Miniſter cuer with great venditation of words li. proued out F 


berally engageth himſelfe, poſitiuely and expreffely ro re= of Luke 16. 

fute the Cacholikes prerended errours from the written Att: 5. 

Word it ſelfe, which he doeth not by vſing his former eua- 2. Cor, 1.c+c. 
 fion. Neither, ſecondly, can he fay,that Negatiue Propo- AsPurgato< 
f fitions (ſuch, as there is vo Purgatorie, no Reall Prejence, tie from 
[ and the like) are not to be proved, alleaging herein the Marth.. 
authoritie of (7) Ariſtotle, who teacheth, thar that, which Matthr2, 
is not , cannot he knowne, and conſequently cannot be proned, Mark, ;. 
This, I fay, forceth nothing , for the Proteſtant hereby L#k.16, cc, 
diſcouereth his ignorance in Philoſophic,feeing Ariſtotle belides our 
16 the former words vnderſtands by that, which z not,thar, of the Ma. 
which # falſe (as the contexture of the precedent and ſub. chabees, 


ſequent paſlages in him docleerly manifeſt ſo much) mea. (g) Heraph. 


$8.4 F . NN Su ) $ 
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ning , that that which is falſe, is not , and conſequently 

cannot be demonſirated as true:for otherwiſe who know- 

eth not, that Ariſtotle proueth infinite negatiue Propofi- 

tions: as, that there is no Vacuum in rerum natura, that 

there are no: many Worlds, and divers {uch like; a veritie ſo 

generally acknowledged by all Philoſophers, as that two 

of the Moodes of arguing in the firſt figure (to wit, Cel/a- 

rent and Ferio) arc inuented only for proofe of Negatiue 

Propofitions. Adde hereto for the greater convincing of 

this (leight, that the Scripture it ſelfe proueth ſundrie Ne- | 

oatiue Poſitions : as for example, (6) Saint Paul proueth (b) Roms. 9, 

* moſt amply, that God is not v1:inſt m the predeſtination and 

L reprobation of Men; in like ſort the Scripture demonſtra- 

FX teth, that there is no variation or change (1) in God, that (1) Numb, 3 
* Geodcannot ſinne, that he willethnot (k) Man to fine, and and Malach, 
' thelike, Thus it appeareth, that the Proteſtant aſſuming &. 3. 

to reſure our ſuppoſed Errours from the Scripture, is there (4) Eccleſc1 5 
by engaged to prove many Negatiue Propoſitions from 106 3r. 

| the Scripture; and this not from the flence of the Scrip- Pſalm.s. 

; | ture,not ſpeaking of ſuch points; but from it, as it parti- 

I b ij cularly 
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cularly condemneth them. And here adde further, that 


though it were true, that the Scripture by not ſpeaking of 


Purgatorie , diſproueth the being of it ; yer doth not the. 
Scripture therefore proue,as an article of Faith,that there 


15 no Purgatorie, (which is a point here to be infiſted vp - 
on) euen as the Scripture ſpeaketh nothing in a Propheti- 


call Spirit, that Jſahomet was a falſe propher, and yet 


though the Scripture by not ſpeaking of him, ſhou!d con- 
demne him for ſuch, it followeth not neuerthelefle, to be- 
lceuc from the Scripture as an article of Faith, that Maho- 
met was a falſe prophet ; lince it is one thing to ſay , that 
the Scripture by lilence and not ſpeaking of it, proueth 
a thing not to be ; another to affirme, that the Scripture 


proneth the not beliefe of the ſaid point to be an article 


_ of Faith. | 


The fourth and laſt obſeruation, That if the Proteſtant 
in his diſputes draweth any argument either from Philo- 
ſophie, from the authoritic of Fathers, Councels, or any 
other humane teſtimonie, the Catholike may well anſwer, 
that though at other times he is well content all thele ſe. 
uerall kinds of arguments to haue their due reſpe and 
place, yetat this preſent (byreaſon that it is an Axiome 
obtruded vpon him, that the Scripture alone is to deter= 


mine all points of Faith) hee is to reieR all ſuch reaſons 


and morall perſuaſfions, Neither can the Proteſtant iuſtly 
inſiſt in vrging of them without renouncing his foreſaid 
Principle, We are here further to inſtruc the Reader, that 
a ſyllogiſme or argument in proofe or diſproofe of an ar- 
ticle of Faith, whereof the one Propoſition is taken from 
the Scripture, the other from Philoſophie, or ſome other 


humane authoritie, 1-ſay , that ſuch a ſyllogiſme or argu- - 


ment doth not prooue any thing only frem the written 
Word of God; and therefore ſeeing the Proteſtants in 
their diſputes are accuſtomed to frame ſuch ſyllogiſmes, 
when their arguments are reduced into Logicall formes, 


the Catholike may and ought to reieRt alſuch arguments, | 


as 


-M 
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as long as the Proteftant vndertaketh ro proue his faith 
only by the Scripture,as being by his afſertion the (ole rule 
of Faith ; from:which rule are excluded all Philoſophicall 
and hnmane authorities whatſocuer. Here, I ſay, the Cas 
tholike (I ever meane a Catholike not learned in humane 
literature, and therefore not able to diſcuſſe,the weight 
and force of Philoſophicall points or other humane rea- 
ſons) may well anſwere, that admitting ſuch an argument 
tor good and perfeQ in forme, yet the authoritie , where- _ 
ypon it lyeth, is at this preſent to be reieQed, finceiit is ta- ' 
ken partly from Scripture and partly from bumane lear- 
ning, and ſo the Scripture not wholly, but.in part proueth 
the queltion controuerted; contrarie to the Axiome of 
the Proteltants, who teach that the Scripture is not a 
! partial, butarotall rule of Faith , and who glorieth, that 
} he is able to iuſtifie his owne Proteſtant faith only from 
the Scripture without the helps of any humane authori. 
ties at all, | | 
We will illuſtrate , what we here meane, in this ſyllo- 

* gilme following, whereby the Proteſtant laboureth to 
C proue, that Chriſts body cannot really be in the Eu- 
£ charilt, Rt 

That boay, which i in Heauen , «s not at the ſame time vþ- 

on the earth, 

p Brat the body of Chriſt ts nowin Heauen (according to that 
! Textinthe Atits chap. 3. Heanuen mnſt receane Chriſt untill 
” retimeof thereſtitution of all things.) | 
; T herefore the body of Chriſt 15 not now wpon the Earth or 
Altar, 
Here now the vnlearned Catholike is to reiet (accor- 
ding tothe Proteſtants owne Principle) the authoritie of 
this argument (though otherwiſe Logicall in forme) for 
though the mer or ſecond Propoſition be taken our of 
Scripture, and is moſt erue; yet the ſavor or firl} Propo- 
ſition (whereupon the weight of the argumentchiefly re. 
lyeth) is borrowed from a Propoſition in Philoſophie, to 
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wit,that one Body cannot be in ſeverall places at one time; and 


thus whatis here proued, is proued principally from Phi- 


loſophie, and conſequently the argument is not to be pri. 
zed by the Catholike, who at this preſent expeRerh proofs 
only from the Scripture, and from nothing elſe,Thus farre 
concerning theſe few precedent obſeruations, of which 


the Catholike is to make yſe , and put in practice, as often 


as occaſion ſhall be preſented, when hee contefteth in diſ- 
putation with any Proteſtant, It now followeth in this 
next place to exemplihe in one or other Article or Queſt. 
on, how a Catholike (who is but of ſmall reading )is more 


particularly to comport and carry himſelfe in his confli& 


with a Proteſtant Miniſter, or ſeme other ſuch like man; 
who hath promiſed afere-hand with great iollitie of 
words to confirme his owne faith and retute eur pretended 
errours only from the Scripture it ſelfe. 

And becauſe the Scripture is alleaged by the Prote- 
Rant after two forts; The firſt manner in obicRing the 
pure and exprefſe Word it ſelfe, without helpe of any iila- 
tions or conſequences ; fo as the immediate and literall 
ſenſe thereef is auerrcd by him to fall plumbe ypon the 
proving of his faith or dilprouing our errours. 

The fecond in vrging a Text of Scripture for proofe or 
diſproofe of a point; but this not in it immediate ſenſe and 
conſtruction, but only by way of neceflary inferences and 
conſequences, as himſelfe affirmeth ; Both theſe two ſorts 
of the Proteſtants diſputing we will conſider a part, and 
ſhew, howa Catholike (not greatly ſeenc in Divuinitie) is 
able to defend his faith againſt any learned Proteſtant, in. 
hſting only in the holy Scripture, as the ſole rule of faith, 

And firſt I will beginge withthe firſt manner of preſſing 
the Scripture againſt ys, to wit in ſeeming tovrgeitinit 
immediate ſenſe and Confirution; where lamin the be. 


ginning to forewarne the Catholike , that hee doth ſeuer 


and Ciſtinguiſh theſe words frequently vſed by the Prote. 
ſtan: in alleaging of Texts to wit, The # the ſerſe of ſuch 
4 
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a Text of Scripttire, or, the Scripture in this place meaneth 
thus, &c, from that, which that Text importeth in it 
plaine and familiar acception of Words : ſince that other | 
conftruction vnderſtood by the former words of the Pro- 
reſtant, is but calumniouſly obtruded vpon the Text, And 
for the better encouraging of the vnlearned Catholike 
herein, I can and doe afſure him, that there is not any one 
Text through out the Bible, which the Proteſtant vſeth to 
alleage againſt any Article of our faith, the which Text e- 
uen according to their owne Engliſh Tranſlations may 
ſeeme in direct and exprefſe words immediatly to impugne 
the point, againſt which it is produced (yea oftentimes it 
doth not ſo much as concerne it) but that when it is obie- 
Red againſt the ſaid Catholike point, it is forcibly wreſted 
by the Proteſtant thereto, with this or the like vſhering 
phraſe: Thus the ſenſe of thu Text, &c, or elſe it is ap- ! 
plyed againſt our doctrine only by helpe of weake infe- i. 
rences or ſequels, of which kind of conſequences we ſhall q 
hereafter ſpeake. 

But to proceed forward, I will exemplifie my follow- 
ing Method in the Queſtions of the Real Preſence, and of 
Antichrift which may fſerue as Precedents to bee followed -” 
in all other Queftions, And here if you (for I now ſup- 
poſe, that I ſpeake to an vnlearne d Catholike ) bee to diſ- 
pute with a Proteſtant Minifter,you are,firſt,to demand of Lo 
him, if hee can alleage any evident and expreſleplace of 
Scripture(not ſeconded only with his owne interpretation 
of it, or helpe of ſequels) for the deftroying of the Reall 
Preſence of Chrifis bodie in the Euchariſt; if he can, then 
vrge him preſently to ſhew it; if hee cannot ( as certainly 
he cannot) thenafore you proceed further, force him to 
confeſſe in plaine termes , that hee hathno expreſſe Scrip- 


- !' ture without further interpretation , which doth con- 

r =» demnetheſuppoſed errourof theReall Preſence. 

- i Next, if the Proceſtant Miniſter ſhould ſceketo ex- 7 
bs pound by way of conference of places thoſe wordes of 

s | 
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(a) Mat.26 
(b) [oh.1x. 
(c) Iob.10, 


(d) 1oh.6- 
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our Saniour:7hs i my(a)boay, This us my bloud. figuratively, 


| by choſe other words of his: [am (b) theVine, and ] a1 


(c) the doore, &c, both which Texts all grant ro be taken 
in a figuratiue conſtruction : then demand of your Mini- 
ſer, it he can allcage any paſlage of Scripture , which af- 
firmeth, thattheſe wordes : Thi # my body, &c. oughtro 
be interpreted by thoſe wordes, 1 am the Uine, or, 1 aw 
the Doore, If there be any ſuch paſſage, let it be inſtantly 
read; if the Scripture faith not ſo much, but only the Pro- 
teſtane Miniſter auerreth it from his ewne coniccture, 
then force the Miniſter to confefle, that it is not the Scrip- 
ture, but himſelfe, that teacheth, that theſe two figuratiue 
Texts of the Vine and the Deoore, are to ſerve for a rule, 
whereby we are to interpret thoſe other words of Chriſt : 
T hs s my body, &e, for theſe open Confeſſions(as ſhewing 
thatthe Miniſter cuen in the beginning abandoneth his 
Principle touching his relying vpon Scripture ) will much 
contound him in the preſence of his auditorie. Adde, that 
ſuch conference of Scripture is but vncertaine cuen accor- 
ding to D. Whitaker, who thus writeth herecf, L. de Ec- 
cleſ.contra Bell, contron, 2.94.4-P-221, Sunalia illa media or 
Looke what the meanes of interpreting are (ſpeaking of confe< 
rence of places ) ſuoh the interpretation mu$t bezbut the meanes 
of mterpreting obſcure places are vucertaine, therefore the in- 
terpretationmnuſt be uncertaine; and if uncertaine, then may 
71 be falſe : thus He.In like manner if he vrge thoſe words 
of our Sauiour : (4) The Spirit quickneth, the fleſh profiteth 
othing, or any other Text of like nature, you may tell him, 
that you finde nothing in theexpreſſe wordes and' imme- 
diate conſtruction of them touching the 8bſence of our 
Sauiours body in the Euchariſt, fince theſe wordes ſay no- 
thing of our Sauiours body;nor ſo much as naming it at al. 
Jf che Miniſter reply, that Chriſt mcaneth in theſe wordes, 
that his body profitethnothing , and therefore hee would 
not really giue it to his Diſciples toeate at the laſt ſupper; 
you may an{were,that (befides the atrocitie of this Pohtj. 
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on aſcribing no profit to Chriſts. body, which ſuffered 
Ceath for the redemption of Mankind) you denie, that 
Chriſt in the foreſaid words ſpeaketh or meaneth of his 
owne body ; but only of a (') carnall vnderſtanding of (*) Sois this 
ſpirituall chings, It the Miniſter will noc yeeld to you Text expoil- 
herein, then will him (according to his vadertaken taske) dcd by C'7- 
to proue out of ſome place of Scripture, that the former prian,Serm, 
words are ſpoken of Chriſts body : if he ſay he can, cauſe 4: Co&na Dos 
. him prelenily to repeate it 2 if hee confeſſe hee cannot (as #15, 
ic is impoſſible for him to doe) then let him openly ac- Oreger. l,z, 
knowledge that it cannot be proued from Scriprure, that Ep.ad Rom. 
the former words, to wit, The fleſh prefiteth nothing, doe Cbry/oſtome 
concerne the ficſh of Chriſt, much lefle the ablence of itin vpon this _ 
the Euchariſt, place. 
Thirdly , the Catholike is to demandtouching the in- Jo 
terpretation of this Text of Scripture, or of any other, 
nn who is to judge, whether the interpretation giuen by the 
b Miniſter be good orno. If he reply, thatihe Scripture is 
toiudgeof it; then vrge him (as I admoniſhed afore) to 
1 ſhew any paſſage of Scripture, teaching, that his inter= ; 
| pretation of the former Text is good and true; if the 
Scripture affirmeth not ſo much, then is it the barc afſer- 
tion of the Miniſter bimſclfe , which warranteth his for- (<) So wit- 
mer interpretations of the Texts alleaged by him, for refic Terinl, * 
true; and then the Miniſter forſaketh herein his mayne 4.4 Preſerip, 
Principle of prouing from the Scripture alone, erefting 44%er/ haref, 
himſelte the laſt and ſupreme Iudge in all Controuerſies 1c79m, Epug 
of Faith and Religion : and then conſequently he perfor. £4#urum, 
meth no more herein, then all Heretikes heretofore have Angnfr. cont, 
beene accuſtomed to doe, to wit, ſtrangely toallezge and {faxing | 
detort (e) the Scripture for patronizing of their Herefies; 4r19nnm,l.n 
and finally , to make thermiclues ſole Indges of interpre- Fircent yr, 
ting rhe Scripture, aarer, heref, 
| Foutthly (for the greater confronting of our poore Mi- 4 
[| niſter thus intangled) you are ro demand of him, whether 


his grauitie (ſortooth) ſtands ſubiect to errour or milla. 
C King 
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king in his expoſition of the former Texts of Scripture a- 
gainit the Reall Preſence ; if he confeſle, that he may erre 
therein, then followeth it, that his beliefe (as being foun= 
ded vpon a doubttull confiruRtion, and ſuch as may beer- 
ronevus) is no longer any true beliefe , ſince Faith in ir 
owne nature ( according both to Catholike and Prote- 
Rant) is moſt certayne and infallible, If the Miniſter ſay, 
that herelyeth in the jnterpretation of the Texts mentio. 


ned, orthe like, vpon other learned Miniſters of his owne | 


brotherhood, then leaueth hee againe the Scripture, and 
finally relyeth for proofe of his faith vpon the bare autho- 
rities of certayne particular men, Bur if his yanitie riſe 
to that height, as to maintayne himſelfe not to be ſubie& 
to any erroneous miſtakings in interpreting the Texts of 
Scripture, then firſt cauſe him(according to his ownepre- 
ſcribed method of prouing) to alleage ſome place of 
Scripture, warranting this his ſuppoſed infallibilitie of 
expounding; and if hee vrge any Text detorted to that 
end and purpoſe, tell him, that if it make for his not er. 


rivg in expounding the Scripture, then much more ma. 


| keth it for'the not ercing of the whole Church of Chrift 


therein, which point notwithſtanding (T meane the (f)not 
erring of the whole Church in it interpreting of the Scri- 
pture) himſelfe denyeth : Bur if the whole Church of 
Chrilt may and hath erred in Religion, and conſequently 
in interpreting Gods written Word (as the Proteſtant 
confidently auerreth, that it hath) then aske the Miniſter, 
with what face can he(being but amember of his Church, 
and perhaps but a bad and vnlearned member thereof ) 
aſſume to himſelfe a freedome of not erring, when hee in« 
terpreteth the Scripture ? 

Fiftly and Jaftly, it bchoveth you to heare at large the 
Miniſters interpretation of Scripture, and his proofes and 
reaſons watranting his ſaid interpretation; and then you 
arctodefire him to make g60d thoſe proofes and reaſons 
Qut of the Scripture alone, which he not doing, thenare 


you 


_ 
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you to denie his ſaid Explications, Proofes, and Reaſons, 
not obliging your ſelfe (as being the Defendant) to ſhew 
the reaſon of your denyall. And it is more aduantageous 
for you, ſimply to denic his expoſitions and proofes of the 
p ſame, then to ſer downe the reaſons of ſuch your denyall, 
For,by allesging your reaſons (whereunto the Defendant 
is ncuer obliged) beſides, the Sage » perhaps, of your 
owne inſufficiency diſcouered in labouring to make them 
good, you giue fit occaſion and oportunitic to the Mini- 
ſter to beginne new diſcourſes againſt your Reaſons, and 
ſo by degrees ( and afore you bee aware) hee leaueth his 
Scene, and windeth himſclfe out of his yndertaken taske, 
to wit, of prouing his interpretation of the Texts of 
Scripture by Scripture; to which method, if you puntu- 
ally and preciſely tye him, without ſuffering him to yſe a- 
ny digreſhons or cuaſions by queſtioning of you, or o= 
| therwiſe (as by his owne Principle, Doctrine, and often 
j vanting he obligeth himſelfe) then ſhall you find him pre- 
ſently tabled and plunged in the middeſt of his diſputes; 
it being impoſſible for him to iuſtific and make good his 
firſt yadertaking, or his expoſitions of Scripture by Scrip= 
ture alone. And thus farre concerning the firſt kind of the / 

Miniſters alleaging Texts of Scripture in. proofe or dif- 

proofe of any point controuerted: Which courſe here fec 
downe, the Catholike is to ob{erue in all other Texts of 
Scripture, which any Proteſtant ſnall vrge out of their 
immediate and licerall Conſtruction, to proue or diſproue 
ally point controuerted betweene him and ys, 

_ In this ſecond place it commeth in to preſcribe certaine 
direQions , how an vnlcarned Catholike is to anſwere tc 
the Proretiant Miniſter, when hee laboureth to proue or | 
diſproue any article of Faith from the Scripture, but this 
not immediately from the expreſſe and euident ſenſe 
heregh (aboryok I haue afore entreatesd) but only by cer- 
tayne inferences and ſequels, neceflarily (as bee faith) de- 


duced out of the laid Scripture, 
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This forme ſhall be exemplified in the former example 
of the Reall Preſenze; the falſchood of which doctrine 
our Proteſtant Miniſter w:ll (perhaps) labour toproue by, 
an inference or deduction , drawne from the pure written 
Weordof God in the Atty chap.z, where we reade, that 
Heanen muit receane Chrift, vatill the time of the reſtitution 
of all things, meaning, that Chriſt is ro ſtay in Heauen cill 
phe end and conſummation of the World, Now , out of 
this placethe Proteſtant Minifter thus arguerh, (as. aboue 
Ihaue couched in-one of my former obſeruations,) 

That body. which z in Heauen , ts not at the ſame tim#vþ-. 
on the earth order the fo-mes of Bread and Wine. 

But the boay of Chraft; according to the former alleaged, 
Scripture, remaynes till the cnd of the World in Heauen, 

7 h:refore, the body of Chriſt 1s not here vpon the earth un 
der the formes of Bread and Wine. 

Now , before the Catholike doe anſwere direaly to 
this argument, I-would have him, firſt, ro demandof our, 
Miniſter, if for want of exprefſe Texrs to convince our. 
doErine of the Reall Preſence, hee is forced to vie infe.-. 
rer.ces and conſequences from Scripture ; for wee fee, that. 
place of the As roucheth-nor the Queſtion of the Reall, 
Preſence, but only by confequerice (which kind of argu-' 
ing is euvermore weake and yncertayne) if. the Miniſter - 
will not confeſle ſo much, then wif lum to infift incleere 
audperſpicuons paſſiges of Scripture, withour any fur. 
therance of Inferences, omitting the more obſcure, If he. 
can be drawne toſuch a confeſſion, then force him theres. 
to, it mich difaduantageing his cauſe, fince at other. 
times hee profeſſed in great gal/antrie and 'brauerie of 
wordes to confute our Catholike Do@rine herein, even 
from the vaanſwerable perſpicuitie and euvidencie of the. 
Text it lelfe. | 

Secondly, comming to the deduQion of his argument. 
in par:icular, the Catholike is not preciſely ro jnfilt in the 


 difcourting the falſhood thereof (leauipg this ro the clo. 


ſure 
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ſure ard end of thc whole Diſpute.) But hee is to ſhew, 

that cuery true conic quence or illation is drawn from two 

Propoſitions, of which if either of them bee not in the 

Scripture eyther expreſly , or at leaft ſecondarily by ano- 

therillation, then doth che Mmiſter in vrging ſuch an ar- 

g£uvent (as for the moſt part he doth ) fiy fremhis vnder- 
taken taske of convincing the Catholike point by the: 
Scripture alone, Here then in the former SylIogitme ; ro 
wit, To«t body which tin FHleantn, '#4 not at the ſame trme vp- 
04 the earth yndex the formes of Bread and Wine, But the bee 
ay of Chriſt, according to the Sryipture, remaines ener int 

Heanen ; Therefore the body -of Chr:iFÞ ts not here wpon earth 
wider the f.rmes of | Bread and Wine. Youare to demand of 
your. Miniſter , whether: the-firt Propofirion (which is, 

T vat body which # in Heaucn, us not at the ſame vpon the earth 

&c.) be incxprefie Scripture or no; if it be, then lechim 
prouc it from ſome cuident and exprefſe Fext; if ir be nor, 

then ſorce himto confefle fo much; and next will him to 

prove the ſame propoſittonarleaft by conſequence out of 
ſome Text of Scriprure. But hee not being able to proue 

the ſame by Conſequence, then force him to confeſle fo 
much in che hearing ot ſuch agare preſent, who may cleer« - 
ly lee, that the Miniſter hath twice or thrice already aban- 
doned the Scripture-in his-forme of proujnp, 

Next giue him h1berty to proue the ſaid Propoſition by 
any other Meanes hee can, He hauing no other meanes of 
prouing it, then in this ſort from Philoſophie only 1 Enerig 
Body poſſeſſeth or occupieth at one only plate, andconſequently* 
it followeth, that that Baay, whichis in Heauen i not at the - 
ſame. 1192, pon the earth wnier the formes of Bread and. 
Wine, Herenow-eur Miniſter is afreth to bee required to: 
ſhow his Marr or firſt propoſition (which is this ; Exerie + 


 baag poſſeſſeth or oc:upyeth at once but only ane place) our of 


th: Scrip:ure, which he'granting, he cannor, let him con- 
feſſe ſo much publikely, Then will him to prove ic only by 


conſequence from Scripture, the which to performe heeis 
"00 no 


vV be ad a Mn ee act 


BY 
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no moreable. And he then acknowledging ſo much, ſuf- 
fer him to prooue his ſaid Propoſition by any other CMe- 
dium, he can, But remember (till, that according to this 
preſcribed method, he be put to proue his CMaior or CMs- 
ror of his next enſuing argument (the choice of epther of 
them being left vato your ſelfe) firſt, by expreſſe Scrip- 
ture, if notio, at leaft by conſequence from Scripture z 
ai.d laſtly,ſeeing by neither of the two former meanes hee 
can proue jt, ſufter him to prove it, as he may, ſtill procee= 
ding with him puncuually (according to theſe directions) 
M1 cuery argument, Which hee ſhall make, Which courſe 


| being kepr with the Miniſter muſt needes confound himin 
the preſence of his abſurd auditorie, (ince he ſhall bee tor- 


ced by this meanes ſeuen orcighttimes more (according 
to the number of arguments made by him) to relinquiſh 
and abandon his mayne Principle crected by h mſelte; to 
wit that nothing ts to beleened as an Article of faith but what 
recereth it ſole, proofe from the written Word eyther mm ex*- 
preſſe Woraes , orat leait byneceſſary illation ont of it. 

Jn the third place you are to demand (according to our 
methodin the fiſt Kind of Texts) of your Miniſter, being 


enuironed in thele. ſtraits, whether heis ſubject ro crrour_ 


im his deduStions and conſequences of Sctipture or no? 
It he cont«fle himfelfe, that he may erre therein, then can 
1t not bean Article of faith,which 1s proued thereby, fince 
faith (as is noted aboue ) cannot bee ſubieR ro errouror 
miſtaking : And then it followeth, that it is lawfull to be- 
Iceuc or not belecue fuchan Article of faith, asnot being 
proucd from Scriptare, bur by doubrfvll,and perhapser- 
roncous conſequences. If he ſlay, he is not ſubie&to ſuch 


an erreur, then dilclaymeth he from another point of his 


doctrine as igafore intimated ) which teacheth that the 
whale( luich ({chen much more him(ſclfe, being but one 
Ilterte 1610 ) may and aftnally hath fowly erred in Ar- 

ticles of faith, and deductions of Scripture, | 
Ic ihe fourch place.you are tp demand, if the Scripture 
doth 
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doth affirme , that what is deduced by neceſſary conſe- 
quences our of ir ſelfe (for heere we ſuppole for the time, 
that the Miniſters Conſequences from Scripture as necel. 


ſary) be Scripcure, or the beliefe of ſuch Conſequences is. 


to be holden, as an Article of faith orno ? Here 1 ſpeake 
preciſely of an Article of faith, ſince it is one tning to ſay, 
that a Propoſition is true, and to maintaine the contrary is 


to maintaineafalſhood ; another thing to auerre the ſaid 


Propoſition to be an Article of faith. Nowit the Scrip- 
ture ſaith, that euery ſuch conſequence is to bee taken as 
Scripture, &the beliefe thereof as an Article of faith,then 
defirethe Miniſter, that hee would ſhew you where the 
Scripture ſo ſaith of conſequences taken ouc of it ſelfe, If 
no ſuch aſſertion is to bee An in the Scripture ( as cer- 
rainly there is no ſuch ) then howare thoſe points to bee 
accounted Articles of faith(at leaft by che Miniſters owne 
doctrine) which hee proueth from conſequences of Scrip- 
eure? fince the Scripture faith not in any place, that cyther 
Conſequences drawne from Scripture are Scripture (as in. 
deed they are not) or that ſuch conſequences taken from 


Scripture are to bee acknowledged, as Articles of faith; 


And yet our Miniſter and his party generally teach, that 


thoſe only are Articles of faith , which receive their pro- 
bation only from the Scripture : deadly wounding their 


owne Religion with their owne hands, ſecing all the re- 
formation (as they terme it) which they haue made of our 
Catholike faith, conſiſts only in certaine pretended ſe- 
quences and inferentiall deductions our of the Scripture. 
If the Miniſter here reply, that divers Catholike Authours 
(for all are not of that opinion) doe teach, thatneceſjary 
and inevitable conſequences deduced ovt of the written 
Word areto be taken, as Articles of faith : then may you 
ſay, fit, admitting ſo much yer ſuch conſequences arenot 
Scriptare, and therefore what is proued only by them , 1s 
prooued by that , which is notScripture: Next demand of 
your Minifter, if hee grownd himſelfe herein vpon the 


als 
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authoritie of ſome particular Catholike Writers; if he 
doth, then followeth ir, that hee: grounds his Articles of 
faith not vpon the Scripture (which by his owne doEtrine 

he ſhould doe) but vpon the iudgements. of certaine Men, 
and lach, whom at other times hee abſolutely reicRerh 

with all contempt and ſ{corve. And here he is to note, that 
Catholikes, as not holding the written Word to beethe 


ole rule of faith , may without contraditting themſelues, 


reach the forclaid opinion, which the Proceſtant cannot 
defend without mainly impugning and crofſing his former 
doQrine of the Scripcure being, the ſole Tudge of faith; 
ſince (as IThaue faid) the Scripture inno place afhtrmeth, 
that conſequences draiwne out of it iclte, areto beerecet- 
ued as Articles of faith, If our Miniſter, ſecondly,reply, 
that our Saujeur himſelfe in CAMatthew 22, bath argucd 
frem conſequence of Scripture, and prooucth thereby the 
ReſurreCion of the dead, you are to anſwere thereto, firſt, 
that Chriſt our Lord by drawing any conſequences from 
Scripture, doth make the ſame coniequences to become 
Scripture ; ſince whatſocuer hee ſaid , which is recorded 
by the Euangelifts, is thereby become Scripture : Second- 


ly, ſay that it is an Article of faith to beleeue, thatourSa- 


uiour.concludeth truly, whatſocaer hee deduceth from the 
Scripture by conſequence, {ance. the Scripture witneſleth, 
that he enioyed an infallible afſiftance of God; neyther of 
which priuiledges can our poore Miniſter aſſume to him- 
ſelfe :Thirdly, (ay, it is true., that the Reſurrection of rhe 
dead is an Article of faith, but the Scripture ſaith not that 
itis2n Article of faith, in that it-is prooued by conſe- 
quence from Scripture, which is the point only here que= 

lioned of. 
lo the fift place you may put your Miniſter in mind, that 
cuery true conſequence refulreth out'of two Propoſitions 
put in goed forme of a SylHogilme, according to the true 
rules of Logick, bur the Scripture deliuerteth not any rules, 
which areto be obſciucedin the forme of a Syllogiſme, or 
OUirfL 


KEEPE YOVR TEXT. 5 


ether approoucd method of arguing; thereforeit follows 
eth, that whenche Miniſter laboureth to proove his Arti- 
cles by conſequences of Scripture, he praueth nothis Ar 
ticles by-only Scripture (fince Scripture (as is faid) ſpea- 
keth nothing of the forme of conſequences ) and Etonſe- 
quently 1n his controverfies of taich, hee relycth not vpcn 
Scripture, as only Iudge, (as he promiſed in the beginning 
to doe) but rather ypon Arifforle , who ſerteth downe the 
true rules and precepts to be obſeruedin conſequences, or 
at the molt hee relyeth vpon the Scriprure loyned with A. 
riſtotle, and then not vpon Scripture only. 

Ia he fxt place, demand of your Miniſter, who ſhall 
iudge of the conſequence, which he deduceth from Scrip= 
ture, whether it be good orno : As for example, in the for. 
meralleaged illation concerning Chriſts body in the Eu- 
charilt, to wit : Theboay of Teſus Chriſt is im Heanen ( 4; we 
reade inthe eAtts c.3. therefore it is not pen the earth vnder 
the, formes of Bread ana Wine, The Proteſtant maintaines 
this to bee a good conſequence, wee Catholikes deny ir, 
Who muſt now iudge, whether it bee a true, or a vitious 
conſequence?. If the Scripture mult be Iudge hereof, then 


cauſe the Minifter to alleage ſomeText of Scripture(which 


according to our SeQtaries is the rule of all truth 1n faith) 
affirming the Inference to be good. If the Proteſtant Mi- 
nifter himſelfe muſt iudge of che goodnefle of the conſe- 
quence (and yet there is no more reaſon for him, then for 
the Catholike to iudge thereof ) who then ſecth nor, chat 
the Proteſtant vnder the pretext of the holy Scripture ma- 
keth himſelfe ſole and laſt Iudge of Scripture ir ſelfe, of 
conſequences drawne from the Scripture, and finally of all 
Controuerſies in Faith and Religion? And here you may 
further adde, and demand how it is poſſible, that an igno= 
rant Mechanicall fellow. ( who perhaps cannot write or 
reade) can have true faith of any point, thatis deduced by 
conſequence from Scripture, ſince he is not able to iudge, 
whether the Conſequence bee g00d or vitious (cipeci ally 
| | d where 


Ge 


where one of the Propoſitions is taken from the difficule 
grounds of Philoſophie) and then muchlefle can he iudge 
of the requiſite formes of ſyllogiſmes. Hee muſtnor here 
(obilt vpon the aftiance hee hath of his Miniſters learning, 
who deduceth this Conſequence, ſeeing by ſo doing hee 


forſaketh the former Pcinciple of the Proteſtants; to wit, 


that articles of Faith are to receaue their proofes not from 
Men, but only from the written Word of God. Againe, 


ſecing in the Pzoteſtants cenſure, the whole Church of 
God may-erre. (as is afore vrged) in conſequences drawne 
from Scrip:'ure, and in articles builded vpon the ſaid con- | 


ſequences; much more ttien may any one Miniſter be de- 
ccaucd therein, 


7 In the laſt place of all, after the Catholike hath thug | 


fully ſhewed by ſeuerall wayes , that the Mimiſter many 
times in his provfes hath relinquiſhed the Scriprure 
(whereupon atore he pretended torelye) hee may deicend 


(i* ſo hee fiade himſclfe furniſhed with twfhcient learning | 
\- hereto) ro examine the truth or falſhood of the Propoſe 
| tions, from which the Miniſters conſequence arifeth ; 


though perhaps it were better judgement to reſt ſatisfied 
with the former Vietorie ; as being more eaſily ro be dife 

| cerned by the jgnorant Auditorie, then otherwiſe it could 
be, being gayned by long and difficult diſpares, 


mer Argument, for example, which was this: 
That body, wh:ch « 1n Heauen, ts not vpon the Earth, 


Az, chap,3. 
Therefare the bady of Chriſt is not vponthe Earth, ec. 
The Catholike (I fay) is here to denie the firſt Propofi- 
tion; to wit., That bor, which i in Heanen, «« not vpon the 
Earth : diſtinguiſhing tor greater ſatisfaction , that one 
| and the ſame body cannot naturally, or by the ordinarie 
courſe of Nature, be at once both in Heauen and vpon 


the Earth ; but ſupernaturally and by the Power of God 


% 


it - 


Now in the examining of the Propofitions of the for-' 


But the body of Chrift ts in Heanen, as wee reads intho-. 
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itmay be; as we hold that Chrifts body is ſupernaturally 
and by the omnipotency of God, bothin Heauen, and vn- 
der the formes of Bread and Wine; where his body 


| through Gods infinite power hath no reference to any ex= 


ternall coextention of Place, 
If the Minifter doe proccede on further againſt this di. 


RinRion, il drawing one argument after another out of 


Philoſophie cr other humane authoritie, the Catholike 


may (when it pleaſe him) demand of the Miniſter, whe- 
ther all che Propofitions, which he alleaged in ſo many ar- 


guments, be in the Scripture or no? if they be not (as cer. 


tainly they are not, bur are grounded ypon Phileſophie or 
other humane learning) then followeth it incuitably, that 
the Miniſter (beſides his often leauing of Scripture before) 
hath afreſh abandoned the Scripture many times after the 
diſtintion was giuen, And the reaſon hereof is maniteſt, 
becauic hee drawerh his Conſequence from the written 


| Word of God, accompanyed with ſome nine or ten Pro- 


poſitions, or more or lefle, according tothe number of 
the Propoſitions made : Which Propoſitions are not 
found in the Scripture, nor can be proucd from ir, but are 
taken from Philotophie or other humane literature. Of all 
which Propolitions ( beſides that nothing 1s proued by 
Scripture alone, as it is proued by the helpe of them) if 
bur any one be falſe, or through ignorance or otherwiſe 
mifſe-vnderſtood ; then neceflarily it ftollowerth, that the 
firſt proofe and conſequence, drawne trom Scripture (as 
wplicicly and potentially relying vpon the faid falleor 
miſſe-vnderftood Propoſition) be alſo falle ; and conſe- 
uently , che article, as proued thereby, canbe no article 
of Faith, And thus farre of this Exaimple of the Reall Pre- 


ſence : yet for greater illuſtration of the Method here pre= 


ſcribed , and that euery ordinarie indgement may becc me 
more capable thereof, I will procecde further iv exempli. 
fying itin another point of Controuerſie, maintayned by 


the Proteſtants, to wit, that 14s Pope & Amrichr:iff, 
d jj Now, 


2. 
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Now , for proofe hereof, the Proteſtant Miniſter doth 
commonly vrge that Text inthe ſecond of the Thefſaloni- 
ans, Chap. 2. viz. Ynleſſe there come a reuolt firſt, andthe 
Hanof Smne be renealcd, the ſanne of Peraition, which is an 
eAdnerſ.rie, and ts extillcd abou all, that is called God, or 
that i worſhipped; ſo that hee ſuteth in the Temple of 90d 
ſhewing himſelſe , as thengh he were God, &c. Ourt of which 
words our Adyerlaries doe tcach, that the true portray= 
rurc.or delineation of the Pope may be taken, ſince (ſay 
they) this former Text doth cuen literally and expreſſely 
perſonate the Pope, | 

Now here againe, according tothe former method, the 
Catholike is, firſt, ro demand of the Prore(tant Miniſter, 
who alleageth this place, whether this Text in cleere and 


_ expreſſe wordes , or only but by his owne preſumed con- 


ftruction , either nameth the Pope or ſpeaketh of him in 


dire termes, That it nameth not him, it is euident : Thar 


itisro be ynderftood of the Pope, we denie, but our Mi- 
nifter afirmeth, | 
Therefore, ſecondly, you are to require your Miniſter, 
to ſhew by conference of Scripture-or otherwiſe, where 
the Scripture affirmes, that the points contayned in this 
former Text, to wit, a Dyſceſſtz» or reuolt; the Min of 
Sinne ; the ſonne of Perdition; one , that is extolied abous 
all, that is God; and finally, one, that ſutethin the Temple 
of God, as God, are to bee vnderftood of the Biſhop of 
Rome : If the Miniſter tay, there are ſome ſuch Texts a- 
verriag ſo much, will bim to ſhew them; if he granr, that 


., there is not any (as of neceſſitic hee muſt) then is the for. 


mer Text wreſted to the Pope, only through the Miniſters 
wilfull miſſe=application and mifle-interpretation. 
Thirdly , demand'of your. Miniſter , who ſhall judge. 


Whether this foreſaid Text bee to bee vnderſtood of the 


Pope or no. If the written Word muſt iudge ( as accor- 
ding to his owne Principle it ought) then cauſe him to 
produce ſome paſſage of Scripture, warranting ſo much Þ 
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if no other Scripture doth warram ſo much, then refteth 
it, that the Miniſter ſoly becomes. Iudge thereof; and fo 
| heabandoneth the Scripture for Iudge, and ereQeth him- 
ſelfe as Tudge, 
Fourthly , enquire of your Miniſter (as afore jn the ex- 4 
ample of the Reall Preſence) whether the Minifler in his 
application or interpretation of this Text of Sctipture bee 
ſubict roerrour or no? If hee bee, then followeth ir, that 
the belceuing the Pope to be Antichriſt ( as being proued- 
from the interpretation of this Text of Scripture-deliue= | 78 
red by the Miniſter ) is no artic!le-of faith; lince it is | Þ 
grounded vpcn that authoritic, which is ſubie&ro errour, 
If the Miniſter ſay, that he cannoterre in this his confiru- 
Con, then (as is afore delivered) hee ſwaruetch from that 
genera}l doctrine of the Proteſtants, which teacheth, that 
the whole Church of God ( and then conſequently any 
one member). may and bath foulcly erced in conſtruction 
of Scripture , andin points of faith, deduced from fuch 
conſtructions, | 
Io the fift and Jalt place, examine his interpretation of Fs. 
the former Text more particularly, and ſhew (if your ſuf. 
ficiency of learning will extend fo farre, for otherwiſe 
content your ſelfe with your former demands) how fee 
uerall points in this Text cannot in any fort beapplyed to 
the Pope: and how the ancient Fathers hatic interpreted 
the ſame Text in a molt diffcrent ſenſes from the Miniſters 
interpretation, and in the fame ſenſe which wee Catho=» 
likes deliuer:: as for example, that the Reuott or Diſceſſi- 
on here ſpecified, is not: meant of any revolt from truth (a) ' Categh; 
of DoRrine (as the Proteſtants affirme) but a reuolt or x5, 
departure from the obedience of the Roman Empire, as (b) [n haxc- 
(a) Cyril, (b) Chryſoſtome, (c) Tertullian, and (4) Ambroſe, Iocum, 
doe expound theſe wordes. (c) 1n*Apo- 
Againe that the Pope is not extolled aboue a!l, thar is log,te7 2. 
God, is euidenr, and conſequently, that the Pope is not (a)1n 2\Thefe- 
Antichriſt ; ſince hee acknowledgeth God and Chriſt our {a/,2, 
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Sautour:&yet according toth&iudgements of (ec) Auſtine, 
(f ) Jerome, (gs) Hilarius and others, Antichriſt ſhall in ex- 
preſſe and direct words deny Chriſt, not acknowledging 
him in any fort, as theRedeemer of the World. That the 
Pope covtefſeth himſclfe to be the ſeruant of God(which 
by the former Text Antichriſt ſhall not doe) and that 
therefore he fitteth not in the Temple of God, as Ged, is 
alſo clecre: And therefore anſwerably hereto wee reade, 
that Damaſm then Pope of Rome was called by (b) Am- 
bro/e : Reflor downs Des. the genernour of the Houſe of God: 
and that the Biſhop of Rome was in Ike manner (tiled by 


the Councell of (1) Chalcedon : CuStss Vinee,the keeper of 


Gods Vineyard, 

Laſtly, that by the Temple of God inthe former Text 
1s not to be vnderſtood the Church of the Chriſtian , but 
the Templeof the Icewes, as wee Catholikes maintaine, 
and ſhew out of the ancient Fathers, to wit, out of (kh) Hi. 
[arizs (1) Cyril of Jeruſalem, (m) Ambroſe, (n) Chryſo- 


ſtome, (o) Auſime, and (p) lerome:;. All which Fathers doe 


1eyptly teach, that the Temple of Sa/omex (which was the 
Terrple of the Iewes) ſhall be the ſeate of Antichriſt, and 
not Rome ; from which wee gather that in the fore-ſaid 


Fathers judgements this paſſage of the former Text can- 


not be applyed to the Pope. 
This done, Cauſe your Miniſter to diſproue your inter- 
pretation ( taker; from the authoritie of the Fathers or 
otherwile)trom the Scripture alone;and vrge him toſhew 
and ſet downe ſuch paſſages of Scripture, trom which hee 
may make ſhew to confirme his owne Conſtructions and 
the Reaſons thereof, and ro refure your interpretation and 
the Reaſons thereof, which hee ſhall find moſt impoſſible 
ropertorme. And thus farre of this Text, which the Pro- 
reſtants are accultomed to produce,as immediatly and ex- 
preſly proving withour any helpe of ſequels,thatthe Pope 
is Antichriſt. me - 
Now if your Minifter ſhould yrge that place in the 4- 
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poealips,ch.17. (as the Proteſtants are woont frangely to 

inflt rherein) wherein S. /-h» ſpeaking of the Whore of 

Babilon, ſaith : /r« that great Citie , woich is ſeated vpon 

ſens Hills, and bath the gourrnment oner the Kine: of the 
earth, From which Text the Proteſtants gather by way of 
inference and ſequell, that ſceing Rome is ſeated on ſcuen 
Hills, and that the Pope of Rome vſurpeth (25 they ſay) : 
domination ouer diuers Kings; And ſecing tnat by the 

Whore of Bahilon Antichriſt is ynderſtood, that therefore - 
the Pope is from hence neceſſazily prooued to bee Anti- . 
chriſt. 

Now, here again#, you are torecurre to your former | 
Mcthod praQtized aboue in anſwering ro Texts of Scrip- 
ture vrged by way of conſequence in diſproofe of the Re- 
all Preſence, | 

And firit demand of him, if for want of expreſle and - 
cleere Texts he is forced to fly ro obſcure places of conſe- 
GuPers and i!lations, Andif hee pretend any more eui- 

ent prootes of Scripture in this point, wiſh him (omit- .. 
ting all doubcſull illations) co infift in them alone.. Butif 
he will perſcuer in alleaging this Text, then for greater”... 
perſpicuitic you may draw it into .an argument in this 
forme. 3 

Antichriſt or theWhove of Babilen t ſaid im the Apoca- 
lips, ch 17.to fit vpon fewen Hills, and to tyramnize oner the - 
Kungs of the Earth, 

But the ſeate of the Pope(to wit, Rome) u placed on ſenen 
Hilis, as all men confeſſe ; aud beewvſurpeth rale ower Chriſtian |. 
Kings and Princes, | 

Theref.rethe Pope us Antichriſt or the Whore of Babilon. . 

Nextdefire your Miniſter to prove from Scripture alone _- 
two points in your CAaior or firit Propoſitien : firſt, that - 
by the Whore of Babulon in the 17. of the Apocalyps, An- 
tichriſt is meant ; ſecondly, that by the words; /eren Hilr, - 
we are to vnderftand literally and plainly ſeuen Hills, and 
not lore other thing ſhaddowed thereby ; ſeeing in the 

Apo-: - 
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Apocalyps moſt points are delivered in figuratiue and Me- 
raphoricall words, Ifay, will him co proue theſe conſtru- 
Qjons by ſome expreſle Texts of Scripture; If hee gfant _ 
he cannor, then cauſe him to acknowledge fo much open- | 
ly; And that done, will him to prooue fo much by ſome 
conſequence at leaſt of Scripture:If he make ſhew hereof, 
then cauſe him to {et Cown that otherText,from the which 
he ſecmeth to proue his fore-faid confirution by confe- 
quence: And thus accordingly in his noxt new argument 
and all others enſuing, you have the like I:berty to deny 
any one Propofition(I mean, which to you ſha] ſeem more 
talle) and to cauſe him to prooue the denyed Pr opofition, 
fi, from expreſle Scripture, then that failing, from Scrip- 
ture at leaſt by way of conſequence: inproouing of which 
you ſhall doubtleſly find your Minifier often to relinquiſh 
the Scripture, and conſequently te abandon his dottrine 
of che Scriptures ſole Judge. = 
 lnthethird place(as in the former Texts admoniſhed) 
tcl] the Minifter, that if -hee bee ſubie to errourin theſe 
deductions from Scripture (to wit, that by the Whore f 
Babylon Antichriſt is meant, and chat the wordes, /euen_ 
Hills, doe here literally Ggnific ſcuen Hills) then canit bee 
no Article of faith, which is feunded vpon ſuch doubrfull 
proofes : if he be nor ſubie@ro any ſuch errour, then moſt 
inſolently he aflumeth that priuilege to himſelfe (Imeane 
the gift of noterring) which he granteth not to the whole 
Church of God; 

In the fourth place will your Miniſter(as afore we hane 
caught) to proue (which he neuer can doe) that the Scrip. 
rurc - ſaith, that what is deduced neceſſarily ont of it ſelfe (for 
heere you may ſuppole the deductions to bee neceſſary), 
04g5 to be taken as an Article of faith ; though otherwiſe 
we ſhould grant, that the deductions be true, 

In the fift, you may tel] him, that ſecing the Scripture 
 ſpeaketh nothing of the true and peels ormes FI SyL- 


lozilmes, they being deliuered by the rnles of Lobſtte 
Cs "1 
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aud Philoſophy ;. that therefore admitting for the time 


your Miniſters Texts and. Teſtimonies; forprobable;.and 
truely applyed ; yer ſo farre forth, as concernes the formes 
of, conſequences (deduced: from thoſe: Texts, and heere 
inſiſted ypon by your Miniſter!) che Scripture alone can- 


not aſſure vs of the oundppiek gf {Them ; ; and moe 


. " 0. - 


whether 6 ; ood nn giuen, _ _ of ibe forelaid 


Text be good or no? It he ſay the, Scripture mult ' iudge, 
will him co alleage ſome Text of expreſſe Scripture. If he 


ſaich that.the Proteſtant Church or himſelfe muſt iudge, 
then put hi m.jn.minde, that he abandoneth his former dor 


Arine, of | Seriprures ſoleJudge: of {Articles of faich; & 


-Hyerhco.t e authoricie of. Man thercin.4.'Laftly;you may 
aske bim, if he would bee content (as in,reaſon he ought) 


that the.authoritie of the. ancient Fathers might beeiad» 


mitted. touching the fore-laid. expolizion; ofthe! former 
Text; : If he would then followeth it,that(beges. his' fats 
faking hereby the Scripture 2s ludge) hee would beconui- 
Red of errour therein. ſeeing; the Fathers are-traduced 
by the Proteſtants to be Patrones.not only, of. other--Ca> 
tholike Opinions, bur alio of this particular $6Cian, , 26 
wir, that the Pope is not Antichrifhsr tis Jo 99 417 5 
Iathe ſeucnthand laſt, place, if you, bee. not-covtent 
with his former ouerthrow, you may( if. yourreading.a9d 


learning ſhall enable YOu ſo farre ) cxamine more particus 


larly the paſſage of the former Scripruxe,, .and;ſhewfrom 
the contexture, of tae. place. it.ſelte, z.firk har bye 
Whore of Babilon Antichriſt cannot pallialy: bec yigets 
ſtood; ſecing inthe {ame Chapter of Apecalyps wereade, 


that 04x ten hornes of che Beaſt there.de (cribed ak, the,com > 
c ming 5 


: 
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(/) Ibidem, 


(t) L.. contra 
Tudeos, 

(«) Epift.17, 
ad Marcel. 
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ming of Antichriſt, ſhall make the Whore of Babilon de. 
ſolate, avd conſume her with fire } for thus we there reade: 
And the ten horxes, which thou ſaweft vpox the Beaſt, are they, 
that ſpall hate the Where, and ſhall make ber deſolate,and ſhall 
eate ber fleſb, and burne her with fire. Now how can the 
Whore here fignihie Antichriſt or his ſeate, if at his com- 
ming ſheis.t6 be overthrowne and demoliſhed ? Next you 
may {hzw that the Expofitions of the Fathers are diffe- 
renr, concerning what the Whore of Babi/on here fignifierh; 
yer not any of them can bee applyed co the Pope ; for 


. (4) Auftine,(r) Aretas, ( ſ) Haymon,and S. Bede doe vnder- 


ttand by'the Whore, which fitcech on ſeucn Hills,and bath 
domination ouer the Kings of the earth, nor Rome, bur 
the vniuetfall Cirie of the Deuil); which in the Scriptureis 
ofren called Babilon, and is oppoſed tothe Citie of God, 
which is his Church, and called Teruſalets, And bythe 


ſeven Hills, thefe Fathers vnderftand dg Tate of 


all proud Men, and chiefly ef earthly Kings, The) Tor 
tnllian, and (#) leromedoeindeed meanc bythe Whote of. 
Babilon, Rome; to wit, Rome Ethmke, as it worſhipped I- 
dols and perſecuted Chriſtians; but not Rome Chriſtian , 
which Expoſition doth nothing prejudice the Pope or ys 
COLETTE HS 5 645TH rnr pet NET 6, 

Heere now if your Miniſter will not reſt fatisfied with 
theſe Expoſitions, will him to refute all or any of them 
from the Scripture alone, as hee hath obliged himſelfe by 
his owne dactrine ro doe im acknowledgin S the Scripture 
for ſole Iudge of all Religious Controuerhes. 

To conclude, you may for the cloſe of alltell your Mi- 
Miniſter, thatrhis and the other Text alleaged are ſo farre 
from prouing the Pope to'bee Antichriſt; that diuers lear. 
ned Proteſtants (as holding the proofes deduced from 


” 2 


| them to bemeſt inconfequent) doe maintaine, that Anti- 


chriſt is not yer come. 
Of this Opinion, to wit, that Antichrift is not yet come 
(and conſequently that the Pope is not Antichriſt) is Za»- 
7 ON TON, ebim, 


KEEPE YOVR:TEXT, 41 


chin , (x) and Frenciſcum (7) Lamberti , both markable (x) In Epift 
and learned Prereſtants. And from hence (you may tell p,,/ .,4 Phi. 
him) it proceedeth, that Mr, Dowe in his Sermon touching lip Pole]. & 
the ſecond comming of Chriſt thas writeth : Some Pro- Theſſ.p «gt 
teftants make a deuve, whether AnutichrifF bee yet reuciled or (5) # tm ; 
vo, Apointſocuident that our Engliſh Puritanes in their Rggke enti.. 
mild defence of the ſilenced COMinitters Supplieation to the tiled Anti. 
High Court of Parliament, doe charge and cenſure moſt chriſlus fue 
ſeuerely our Engliſh Proteſtants (beſides for other things Progneſtica 
kc ug by them) for teaching, that the Pope is not Anti= {1,5 nuxdi, 
And thus farre of thisſccond example, and of the Me- OY 
thod to be holden herein in diſputing with your Miniſter ; 
where you are to aduertize him, that ſeeing in his Dif 
putes hee muſt relye much ypon conference of Scriptures, 
that this courſe is holden moſt vncertaine euecn in the 
iudgements of the Learned Proteſtants, ta wit, of D. , . 
(z) Whitakers (aboue alleaged) of (4) Beza and of Mr, (=/£-4e Ec- 
(b) Hooker, And here according to this method of an- Cleſ-contra 
{wering, Icould wiſh the Catholke to-bee well pratized 5 clar. contre 
in theQueſtien it ſelfe of the Scripture being ſole Iudge, FAV 
when the Proteſtant ſceketh to proue the ſame only from (<)761 ſupra. 
Scripture; ſecing this Queſtion containeth implicitly in it (3) 50 vrged 
ſelfe all other Queſtions and Controuverhes of faith, by Hoekerin 
Now, againſt this former Method of diſputing and an- the Pretace 
ſwering , if it ſhould be obicRted by any, that the learned of his Ec- 
Catholikewhen he maintaineth at any time the part of the eleſ.Politie, 
opponent, ſtands expoſed te the ſame danger (and fo, dum I 20%, 
Fapit, capitur )to the which the Proteſtant in this Diſcourſe 
is ſaid tolye open: ſince the Catholike often infifteth in 
conſequences drawne from Scripture ; vrgeth Reaſons de. 
duced from Naturall or Morall Philoſophy; warranteth 
his owne Expoſitions of Scripture by the teſtimonie of 
Men, to wit, of the Pope and genetall Councels; and fo 
CHeteor-like (in regard of Divine and Humane Authori. 
ties) hangeth betweene Heauen and Earth. To this Lan- 
e 1) {were, 
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ſwere, that learned Catholike is not preiudiced by this 
my Method, | 
- And firft concerning Conſequences drawne from Scrip- 


- ture, though the Catholike doth freely embrace them (as 


(c) Mat.26. 


not holding the expreſle Scripture alone ts bee the rule of 


faith) yet fo farre forth, as concernes only Scripture, he in- 


ifteth not in them alone, but heis able to produce exprefle 
plaine, and lizera|Fpafliges of Scripture prouing his Arti« 
cles of faith without any helpe of Scriprurall conſequen- 
ces, tizough neuer ſo neceflary; Of which kind of proofe 
the Proteſtantis wholly deprived,and therefore flyeth for 
refuge only to ſuppoſed illations from Scripture, or to 
ſome obſcure paſſages thereof , which in expreſle termes 


ſpeake nothing of the "Queſtion, for! which they are al- 


leaged ; but only are ſtrangely detorted by his moſt wiltull 


mil-application. 

For example of the perſpicuous Texts of Scripture in 
defence of our Catholjke faith, Iwill infiſt in ſome fery of 
them for ſome delibation and taſte of the reſt, 

 Andfirſt concerning the Reall Preſence ( afore mentio- 


ned) wee vxge thoſe plaine wordes of Chriſt : 70 (c) wit, 


this 14 my body, &v. This u my blond, &e, 


In like ſort for the Primacie of Peter we vrge that paſ. 


(d) Mat. 16, ſage : Thou (4) art Peter, and vpon this Rocke will I build my 


Church, and the gatts of Hell ſhallnet prenatte againſt it. 


For the not erring of the Vniuerſall Church wee infiſt 


{e) 1Tim.2, (beſides in the former Text) in thoſe words of the (e) A- 


T ) Toby 20 


poftle, /ho calleth the ( hurch: the pillar and foundation of 


trath, How then can the Churcherre?-- 
That Priefts may truly forgiue finnes, we reſt ypon the 

promiſe of Chrift made to his Apoſtles (who were Prieſts) 

and in themto his Succeſſours : Whoſe finnes (f) 0u ſtall 


forgine, they are forginen them; and whoſe finnes you ſhall re. 


rayne, they are retayned, What more enident?. 
That Bapriſme cruely remicceth Originall Sinne (con= 
trary to the Proteſtants'DoEtine) wee prooue from that 


moſk- 


TS ; 
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moſt perſpicuous place: (g) Except 4 ſar be birne againe (g) John Jo 
of Water and the Spirit , hee cannot enter wto the Kinodome of 


Heanen, 
Finally (to omit infinite other paſſages of Scripture of 


the like conuincing euidency for our Catholike Articles 
andReligion) that Workes doe iuſtifie and not only Faith, 


wee produce Saint Iames, ſaying in expreſle words, thus 2: 
(+) Dee you not ſee, that a Man us inſtified by Works, and not 


by. Faith 614y ? How literally and punQtually hee proues the 
Point controuerted, 

In all which places we find the Catholike Concluſion it 
ſclfe (for which they are vrged) literally ſet downe; and 
our Aduerſaries therefore, as acknowledging ſo much, are 
forced toflie ro iguratiue confirutions of them, Neither: 
doe we needero forge any ſtrange or myſticall conftructi- 
on of them (as the Proteftant in his allegations of Scrip- 
ture is accuſtomed to doe) ſaying, only by our owne war- 
rant: The the Scripture here wonld ſay &c. or, this us the. 
meaning of [ach a Text &e, butirt ſufficeth for vs, to preſſe 
only th& moſt obuious, familiar, and literall ſenſe of the 
ſaid Texts, 

Now to that ſecond part of the former. ObieRion, 
where it is vrged,, that the Gatholike inſifting in Proofes 
drawne from Philoſophie, or from humane authorities of 
the Pope, Fathers, Councels, and the like, ſtands obnoxi- 
ous to the ſame inconueniences, whereunto the Proteſtant: 


by vrgeingproofes of like nature, is iudged-in this dil-. 


courle torunne. 
I anſwereto this , firſt, that ſeeing the Catholike (not- 
withfianding all due reuerence and honour: to the Scrip- 
ture) acknowledgeth nor the Scripture to be the ſolerule 
or ſquare of Faith, that therefore hee-way ſeeketo proue 
his articles from other teſtimonies, then only Scripture, 
Secondly, I ſay., that the Catholike beleeuerh not any 
point as an article of faith,, becaule it receiueth ir proofe 
fromhumane authorities; ſince they arc holden as morall 
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inducements only of faith; the Church of God being the 
Propounder of ſuch diuine Myſteries , and the revelation 
of them made by God, the true Formal, and laſt Cauſe of 
our beliefe of them, 

Lafily , I anſwere, that the ſupreme Riſhep or generall 
Councell, from whom the Catholike drawes his authori- 
tie, are not ſimply humane authorities, but withall divine 


and ſupernaturall, Since the one is the head of the Church, 


the other the myſticall body of Chriſt; to both which 
himſelfe hath (q) given infallible aſhſance in points tou- 
ching Mans ſaluation, and hath (+) threatned, that they, 
who finally ſhall denie this affiſftance,, ſhall never enter in- 
to the ſpirituall Canaan, And thus much touching the ſo- 
lution of the former obicQion, | 

Hitherto wee haue diſcourſed of the Method , which is 
to be obſerued by an vnexperienced Catholike with a rea- 
dy and prepared Proteſtant Scripturiſt ; where, if we deeps 
ly weigh, what can be the laft hope of ſuch aDiſputation, 
we ſhall find, that the finall reſolution of all would runne 
to this point; to wit, to know what credit and affiance is 
to be giuen to certayne exorbitant conſiructions of Scrip= 
ture, forged againſt all true contexture of the paſſages 


themſelues, and crofled by the reuerent Antiquitie of the 


pureſt Ages; by which courſe the Proteſtant Rands no 
lcfle chargeable in beleeuing of errours, then in not belee- 
wing the truth, So as this muſt be in all likelihood the ifſue 
of all : for ſo long as the Proteſtant Miniſter perſeuers in 
alleaging of Scripture, ſo long he expeRs, that we ſhould 


reverently entertayne that ſenſe and conſtruion of it, 


which his worthy-ſelfe vouchſafeth- with wonderfull per- 
tinacie of judgement (the very Criſis of all Hereticall dif- 
eaſe) to impole vpon it : thus makivg himſelfe in the end 
{ole Indge both of the Scripture , and of all Controverſies 
fromrthence to beproued, For to admit our expoſitions 


of the Scripture, he ſcornes,, ſolemnely affirming , that it 
were openly to patronize ſuperflition; to follow the 


judges 
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wdpements of the ancient Fathers in their interpreting of | 


it,heis no more willing, ſince he is content to charge and 
infmulace (though truly) the ſaid Fathers within the de- 
fending ef our ſuppoſed errours : And hence it is, that di- 
uers of our Adverſaries have diſgorged out of their impure 


ftomachs moſt Serpentine and venimous ſpeeches againſt 


thoſe Lamps of Gods Church, And anſwerably hereto 
we finde Luther («the right hand of Satan) thus to belch 


forth in his InueCtiues againſt the Fathers of the Primitiue 


Church, ſaying : (/') The Fathers of ſo many ages haue beene 
plainly blind, and moſt ignorant inthe Scriptures, they hawe er- 
red all their life time ; and wnleſſe they were amended before 
their deaths, they wereneither Sams , nor pertayning to the 
Charch, Thus Lutber. 

DoQor Whitaker faith: (1) The Popiſh Religion is a pat- 
ched Conerlit of the Fathers errours ſewed together. 

The pretended Archbiſhop of Ciba : (nu) How 
greatly were almoſt all the Biſhops of the Gretke Church , and 
Latma alſs, for the moſt part, ſpotted with deltrinesof Free. 
will, of Merit, of Inwocation of Saints, and ſuch like. 

Beza:; (x) Itaque dicerenec immerito &c, / baxe bren 
accuſtomed to /ay, and I thinks not without inft cauſe , that 
comparing our times with the agernext to the Apoſiles, we may 
affirme, that they had more conſcience and leſſeknowleage, aud 
we wore knowledge and leſſe conſcience, So Ben, 

MelanRon:(7) Preſently from the beginning of the Church, 
the ancient Fathers obſcured the dotrine concerning the iuſtice 
of Faith, increaſed Ceremonies , and deniſed pecnliar Wor- 


Finally, (z) Peter Fartyr ſpeaking, of our Catholike 
dodrines , thus ſaith : Ss /ong as wee dee inſift upon Councels 
and Fathers, wee ſhall be alwayes connerſant in the ſame Er- 
Yours. 

But who is more deſirous to fee at large, how the Fa- 
thers of the Primitiue Church are,firſt, confeſſed by Prote. 
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and Roman Faith. Secondly , reieted by the Proteſtants 
for teaching ſuch doArines, Thirdly , abuſiuely alleeged 


by che Proteſtants, for the more debafing of the ſaid Fa- 
thers, let him peruſe (a): that moſt exquiſite and excellent 


Werke (the very ſcourge of our moderne Heretikes) filed, 
T he Proteſtants Apologie of the Reman Charch; from which, 
I acknowledge , that I haue ditcerped theſe laſt few reſti- 


mMonies. 


In this manner now you ſee , wee find not only Vertue, 
Learning, and Antiquitie, to be moſt ſhamefully traduced 


by Vice, Ignorance, and Innouation, but allo our ſelues, 


conſequently by reaſon of our refuge madetothe Fathers 
Commentaries forthe expoſition of the Scripture, to bee 
mightily wronged by our Aduerſaries, as if ynderthepre. 
rext of Antiquitie wee laboured to introduce Noueltie, 
Now, from all this it neceſſarily followeth,, thatin the ri- 
gid c:nſure of theſe ſcuen Iudges, the ancient Fathers 
(choſe Champions, I meane, of the true 1fraclites, againſt 
the wicked Philiſtians, whoſe pennes were peculiarly gui- 
ded by God tothe purſuire and profligations of future 
Herches ) did moſt foulely contaminate and dchile the 
beautie of the holy Scripture, with theirerroneous Com- 
mentaries (ſince they beleeued nothing, bur what (as'they 
thought) was warrantable,at leaſt not repugnant to thoſe 
divine writings) thus diſtilling by their milconftruciion 
of it (to vie our Aduerſaries owne phraze) our Superſti- | 
tious and Babylonian Religion, But fince it importeth 


much to the picking out of the true-ſenſe of Scripture, al- 


leaged by tne Proceſtant, againſt vs, and conſequently fo 
the drift of this Gall Treprife, to hew, whether itis more 
probable, that the Fathers (whoſe ioynt interpretation of 
Scripture is euer coincident, and conſpires: with ours.) 
ſhould rather not erre in cheir expoſition of it, then our 
pouchizing' Sectaries ;- therefore I will more largely ſet 
downe ( which: {hall ſerue as the Cataſtrophe to clole vp 


-this Diſcour (c) ſuch aggrauating circumſtances on' both 


ſides, 


Fathers, in which congue the ne 
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fides, which, fo farre-forth, as they concerne the interpre- 
ting of Scripture,may iuſtly ſeeme to aduancethe Fathers, 
and depreffe or vnderualiew our Sectaries;they being ſuch 
as in acleere and diſpaſſionare eye,or in the libration of an 
cauen and ſtable hand, ſhall be able (I hope) to weigh 
much , and cauſe in this point an evidency of Credibilitie 
at leaſt, if not ancuidency of Truth, and to admoniſh vs 
to call to mind chac counſlell in ob: (4) Diligenter inueſtig a 
pairum memoriam : and 2gaine, (c) {nterroga generationem 
priſtinem, But to beginne. ; 
The Fathers liued in the times neere (4) to Chriſt, ſome 
conuerling with his Apoſtles, others with their Scholars ; 
and therefore the more caſte for them to know , what ex- 
PYigns of Scripture were firſt deliuered, and what Faith 
tſtpreached. Addeto this, that the very praQice of their 
Religion then vſed (the Church then remayning,by the 
acknowledgement ef our Aduerſarics, in her integritic of 
faith) ſerued,, as a Comment to them of the Scriptures, 
Our Series appeared ſo many ages after, and indeed ſo 
late (co wit, in theſe our owne Canicular and vnlucky 
dayes) as that their very writings , wherein they firſt ven= 
ted forth their doQtrine, may bee ſaid to bee, as yet, ſcarce 
drie; Men, at this preſent lining, who can remember their 
firſt reuolt and inſurreQtion : fo euident it is, that their be- 
liefe was neuer heard of before the deplorable apoſtaſic of 
Luther; Lucher, the Adam of his voforcunate poſteritie, 
ypon whom 1s derived, by his fall, an Originall Contuma- 
cy (as I may terme it) againſtthe Church of Rome; their 
perdition following incuitably,cxceprt they baptize them- 
ſelues in the teares of an ynfe1gned and contrite ſubmiſſi- 
on. But toproceede, 
The Fathers (for no ſmall number of them) even from 
their Cradle & Mothers breaſts did ſuck thoſe (e) rongues, 


(6) Tobe.s. 
(6) lbidem, 


Ts 
(d) Ignatius 
and Dionyſia 
#«, the Apo- 
{les Scho. 
lars; Inſt, 
AMariyr, lr 
ye, in the 
ſecond Age. 
Tertinll, Ori. 
gen, Cyprian, 
in the third, 
eAthanal/, 
Ambr, Hie 
{:r, Baſil, 
NAazlanz.in 
the fourth, 
Chry/clerom. 
Auguſtin, in 
the fift, 


2. 
(e) Ignat,E 


Piphan. Atha. 


naſ. Baſil. Nazianzen, Chry/off. Cyrill. Theoderet, &e, were Grecke 


f wherein 


w Teſtament was written. 
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wherein a great part of the Scripture was firſt written; and. 
therefore they are much aduantaged (the Letter being the 
ſhell of the ſenſe) for the picking out of the true meanin 
thereof, Our SeRaries, what infight they baue in the faid 
rongues, is only by Arte and induſtrie (which euerſubſcri- 
beth ro Nature) whereof if wee compare them with the 
Fathers herein, they will appeare to be but yong and Al. 
phabaicall Linguiſts : which diſparitie of theirs muſt needs 
be great, ſince the Tongues in this reſpe& may bee truely 
termed che Porters of Learning,or the Mines, wherein the 
riches of knowledgeare found, 


The Fathers delivered their ſentence & interpretations 


_ of Scripture, many ages before the points of Faith and 


Do&trine (for which they were vrged) were euer queſtio- 
ned of, and therefore what they writ, was free from all 
partialitie and prejudice of iudgement; the falſe glaſſe, 
which euer refleQeth backe the ſight of any thing inaf 
yntrue forme, Our SeQaries , now after their Religion 
hath once got one wing , doe after ſhape ſuch confituQi- 
ons of Scripture , 8s are moſt ſutable to their Poſitions : 
thus, where in reaſon Faith is to bee framed aceording to 
the ſenſe of Scripture, here with them the ſenſe of Scrip= 
ture is to be meaſured by their faith, 

The Fathers,though writing in different Ages,different 


_ Countries , different Tongues, vpon different occaſions 


(like the earth , which is moſt ſtably ſetled in an vnſtable 
place) cuen with wonderful] agreement, conſent, and con- 
Rtancie (an infallible Characerof Gods holy Spirit, for, 
01 eff Dena diſſentionss, ſedpacs ) dointerpret all the chiefe 
paſſages of Scripture, vrged either by vs or our Aduerſa- 
ries, in one and the ſame ſenſe; in regard whereofir is leſſe 
probable, that God ſhould permit ſo many, ſovertuous,ſo 
Jearncd men ioyntly to erre therein, Our SeRaries indeed 
inter-league and jump together in wreſting Gods Word 
from all Catholike ſenſe, but that'done, then beginne their 
irreconciliable warres and diſagreements, in ſeeking ro 


"ap- 
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appropriate the ſeuerall (f) CTonfiruRions to the yphol- 


ding of tich ones peculiar and different opinion : thus 
they being inſtantly reſolued in themſelues from whom to 
flye, but not whom to follow : a Document to teach ys, 


that Herefie is euer in labour with Diſcord, and Vnion a- . 


gainſt che true Church preſently ingenders Diſvnion with 
in the falſe Church; for it is certaine, that the ſeuerall Do- 
Qrines of our Aduerſaries could yet neuer be wounded vp 
in one cencrall Confcſhon. 
The Fathers did cut of all lets and impediments, which 
- might hinder eyther Deuotion or Study (thetwo wings, 
wherwith Mans vnderſtading mounts vp tothe ſpeculati. 
on of the higheſt Myfteries.)Hence it proceeded, that they 
embraced perpetuall Chaſtitie, contemned all Riches and 
Honours, chaſtized their bodies with Faſting, Prayer and 
other ſpiritnall Diſciplines (chus according to the Alchy» 
miſt, making Mortification immediate to precede Vinifiea - 
tion) ſo as this courſe of abandoning the World ( beſidgs 
Gods ſpeciall afſiftance to all ſuch truely Noble and He- 
roicall Deſignes) cleereth and enlighteneth much the ſpe- 
culatiue power of the Soule, (the only faculty proper for 
knowledge) otherwiſe ouer-clowded with the miſts of 
wordly cares, anxieties , and diftrations. Our Sectaries, 
though commonly atthe firfi they euer have the Goſpell 
in their mouthes (thus acting the Prologue with the Spi- 


rit, but the Epilogue or Concluhon with the Fleſh) arein 


the end become 1o loth to be ſpotted with the leaft alper- 
fionor touch of Superſtition, (lince ( g) no better they re. 
pure the Fathers liues ) as thac they proſtitute themſelues 
as Druggestothe Word ; being become ecuen breathleſſe 
through their-carneſt purſuite of Temporall pleaſures, 
dignities, and ſenſualitie; and raueling out their whole 
time in the gaining and enioying thereof; bur the lefle 
maruel|, ſince it is written, (+) that thoſe who are after the 
fleſh, fanour the things of the ficſh, 
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The Fatliers: (I meane divers of them ) through Gods 
boundlefie Omnpetzncy , vatwithng at his pleaſure the 
thred of Nature (for moſt eafic'it is to that powerfull 
hand, which fixtt created Nature, to diſ-nature all things 
created) hauc wrought many ſtupendious and aſtoni- 
ſhing Miracles : ſome whereof were done in proofe and- 
conficmation of their (z) Religion; and though the reſt of 
them performed did not fall plumbe and immediatly vpon 
the {trengthning of their doctrine, yer tlicy all demon- 
ftrate, thac the exhibitors of ſuch were of a true faith and 
Corine; lince God is notable (this diſabilitie in him is 
power, this weaknefſe, firength) to concurre miraculoul- 
ly with aman of an erroneous. religion; eſpecially when 
ſuch proceedings might bee calumnioufly wreſted to the 
ſupporting of falſhood ; In the number of theſe Mira- 
cles wrought by them, and the raifing vp of the dead, 
the ſupernaturall curing of diſeaſes, the certain foretellin 
of; accid:mtall'euents meerely depending of Mans Will, 
and the like : the only ſcaling arguments, andſuch as moſt 
forcibly checke Mans increeulity. Our Sectaries (though. 
emulous of the Catholike Church her glory herein) could- 
neuer truly yaunt of reftoring to life, or-miraculouſly cu- 
ring adcad Flyc ora ſcabd Horſe : Nay, moft of them. 
diſclayme (&) ſo farre in this point. that they boldly a-_ 
uouch (only thereby to dif-countenance thoſe of Catho. 
like times that all rrue Miracles haue ceaſed cuer ſince the. 
Apoſilesdayes : and errour controuled by the moſt graue. 
tcfiimonies of ancient- Authours,, and by the certaine ex- 
perience of theſe eur times : adde hereto, that it were the 
greateſt Miracle, for Gods hands ſo many Ages together 
to bee manicled and tyed { eſpecially where ſo often juſt 
occaſion hath beene preſented) from working of Mira- . 
cles. 
To conclude, the Fathers (I ſpeake of ſundry.of them) 
for profcſing only their faith and Religion have endured 


with . 


| % 
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with invincible Fortitude and immooucabl: Reſolution . _— {4 
(through the particular aſſiiiance of the Holy Ghoſt) moſt F- 
exquilice corments ; divers of them in the moll tempeſiu. FF 


ous andrvgped ſlate of the Church conquering the Per 
ſecutors cruelty by their ewne patient ſuffering of Mar- 
tyrdome & (4) death: death, which, becauie their birth to (7) As /pne-. 
Immorcalitic: (9) Paradsiclavn, ſangurs Marigris, Our Sev tins, Polys are. 
Qaries (excepting ſome few Mechanical! fellowes burnt pus, Cyprian, 
here at bome,for their obſtinacy,in Queen Marics time)are and others, 
ſofarce from ſuffcring any.prefſures by profefſion of their (m) Tertull,” 
faich, as that molt of them haue made their Religion a+ /,de Anima. . 
ruſh to the worldly preferments, they by it only enioying. 
(as by want of it-loſing) riches , honours, aduancements, 
and other (as I may terme them) ſuch glorious miſcries; ſo 
as, perhaps, itmay be ſaid, that their greateſt perſecution 
(confidering Gods ſecret iudgements and future puniſh- 
ments) is, that they haue nor taſted any perſecution ; and 
their moſi dangerous miſerie, that they haue lined wholly 
exempt from miſerie. And thus farre now touching the 
ballancing, of the ancient Fathers with-our preſent Se«. 
Qaries, 
Butto come to an end of this ſhort Me/celene or com- 
pounded Treatiſe; here I remit to all impartiall iudge- 
ments the conſideration of two Points, proved in theſe 
few Leaves, Firſt and primatinely, that though the Pro- 
reſtant ſetteth downe a Baſis or ground-worke of his Re= 
: ligion (and vyantingly vndertaketh accordingly ) that all 
1 articles of Faith are to receaue their proofe only from the 
ſacred Scripture (Which holy Writings we Catholikes af= 
fe& with all due reſpeR, reverence, and honour) yet is he 
'5- noradle toprouethepoints of his owne faith, orto im-. 
ugne ours, from the ſaid head only; buris forced, after 
Yaknd framed one or two Syllogiſmes or Arguments to - 
flie from Scripture, either to ſome. humane authoritie, or - 
to his owne priuate ſpirit for his interpreting the Scrip- 
ture; bearing himſelfe hercin ” tothe Oſtrich, which 
| 3, (as 
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(25 the Prophet aith) is great of feathers, but ſhort of 
flizhe, Secondly, (and bur incidently) when as the Pro- 


teſtant maketh his owne particular iudgement;the laſt and 
hipteſt Tribunall, from whence hjs expoſition of Scripture 
receaues it warrant; and whereas this his conſtruQtion 
mainly impugneth the conftruion giuen by the ancient 
Fathers (fince the Fathers maintayning our Catholike do- 
ctrine, cuen in the Proteſtants acknowledgement , muſt 
conſequently majintayne our Catholike ſenſe of the Scrip- 


ture) that the Fathers through diuers priuileges found in | 


them (bur wanting inthe Proteſtant Miniſters) are much 
aduantaged aboue our Aduerſaries, for the deliuering of 
the intended ſenſe of the Haly Ghoſt in the Scripture: And 
this made manifeft by all probable and morall induce- 
ments: ſoasReaſon it ſelfe doth heare reaſor , and pleade 
in behalfeof the Fathers,and the light of Nature proclay- 
meth to vs in this point their light of Grace; all ſuch 
others, as maintayne the contratie, being through 
their wilfull relinquiſhing of all naturall 
iudgement and ynderſtanding herein, 
worthily comprehended within 
the admonition or reprehen- 
ſion of the regall 
Prophet : | 
(©) Nolite fieri fient Equus aut CH nin, 


qnibus non eſt melleIn, 
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